


Community Participation
IN
Prevention and

Suppression
of
Wildland Fires
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~.Nestled between the Dixie National
Forest and BLM'Lands

..Limited resources to flght a_
V\uldland fire I
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Design-grt]eedcl?mrﬁ]é“' AP 035 RRSR as being
.. at extreme risk from wildland fires.

-

. “*x,ll Iﬂﬁ'{"mﬂa’ﬂt ir : T
. ' "il
= e 11.
b y Ay |




In responding to this prc-:blemka-r
The community bonded together and

_formed a Fire Council to draft-and
"ﬁnplement a Comprehensive Fire
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This Community Fire Plan became the basis for our

community submitting a grant proposal for participation
In the “2003 BLM Urban/Interface Grant Program.”
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a number of concerns and |S$ues Wltbour State

) '-\ y and Federal stakeholders became apparent
"""*_.-.--"’ It was determlned that the
: concerns could best be
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ommunlty aIIowmg |t to establlsh an
effectlve part|C|patory process as dlstlnct
from a consultatlve process
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Sustalnablllty of the part|C|patory process
would neceSS|tate

-The Stakeholder and the Councll belng
willing to assume joint respon3|b|I|ty for
the |mplementat|on of programs e

-The Counc:ll belng W|II|ng ) propose and
implement the prOJects

-The Stakeholder belng W|II|ng to reV|ew
and fund these programs W|th|n the g
federal and state gwdellnes
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| 'NASH fm‘ IR 1
State determined the needs of the communlty o=
Submltted a grant appllcatlon and when approved gt
| d hdw rnonles were spent l "

THEWAY IT IS NOW—-§H H
| | —Communlty mak’es needs known
| “—State obtalns grant and |
| | - when approved i
-Manages its expendlture i
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It has been contentious.

It has improved.

However, the process needs
to have Iocal communltles
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‘ positive aspect of engaging in a

icipatory process approach is the
improved rapport between the community
and the responsmle government agency.

A iffe‘re
oneultatloh dlscussmh or

) )tla'[IQﬂ process, these partles

tart to know and understand each

r* this |$ the crltlcal mgredlent for
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PrihcipIeNo.Z -- Time and GroUp Dynamics

Adequate time allocated to the participatory process:
~ ... Educative Process vs. Consultative Process

. Stages in the Educative Process:
| -- Forming
-- Storming
-- Normative
- -- Performing
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Who partrcrpates
“Anybody n%
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A |
rested has qchance to par crpa |
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“And then -- i
... ldentify the mOSt obvrous potentr al par
ruling out ahy groups \; ‘
il DeveIop and |mplement an openi t‘
| S0 that all groups and mdrvrduals @
process berng put In place |

One Iast issue of the representatron proo
Some groups have more power - er
~ more weight?
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.. Will the agency in charge, as the main and most

powerful stakeholder, listen to others?

.. Have the issues of equity been clearly defined and
agreed upon?







www.dixiefire.org
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WILL IT WORK
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